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test both to truth and falsity (as Nyaya and Sankhya) or
different tests to truth and falsity (as Mimamsa and Budd-
hism). AH this is only one side of the issue. Another
equally interesting point of investigation would be to ascer-
tain whether any two systems agreeing in respect of truth
would afford to differ in respect of falsity. This is best
illustrated in the case of the Nyaya and Buddhistic systems
in respect of the extrinsic theory of validity and the Mimamsa
and the Sankhya systems in respect of the intrinsic theory
of validity.

THE SANKHYA THEORY :

To the Sankhya is attributed the doctrine that all true
cognitions are true by themselves (Svatha pramanya) and
all false cognitions are by themselves invalid (Svatah
pramanya). A knowledge is both made true or false and
known to be true or false by the conditions of the know-
ledge itself Validity arid invalidity cannot be produced in
any knowledge extrap^ously. but must belong to ab /n/t/o.
The one is as much intrinsic or internally conditioned as the
other, hence, knowledge is valid or invalid on its own
account and as such, it must be self-evident.

The view of the Sankhyas - that both truth and error
are intrinsic - is based on their theory of cause which is
known as the Satkaryavada or the doctrine that the effect is
pre-existent in the cause There is no production of anything
de novo. What is called causation is the manifestation
of what is in a latent condition. The effect exists poten-
tially in the cause; and the causal operation (karakavyapara)
makes patent what is latent in the cause. It renders that
manifest (avirbhula) which was previously is an unmanifes-
ted state (tirohita). This is how the Sankhyas think;1 that
which is itself non-existent, like the horn of a hare, cannot
be accomplished.2 In the view that an effect is generated
de novo. it is not possible to restrict the capacity to origi-
nate a particular effect to a particular cause. What restric-
tion is there that a pot is produced out of clay alone and
not out of water, since the non-existence of pot is common
both clay and in water ? Thus in the view that the effect